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Dear Jim, re iJo. 77-1831# government oppo sition to adaendum 3/of7b 

Wliilo you proceed ou your legal research into tho fodoral procedural rules I have 
a B\i^tr^nt±on to make following my reading of the oprositiono filed on behalf of DJ and GSA# 
1 read them air: other of the papers you gave me yesterday on tho bus back, 

I believTi you might consider making the allegations of frauds upon thr? courts atrougsr 
than we discussed but timt you ought be careful to attribute then to i g, as you can by 
saying plain tiff-ap^elant alleges or somethiiig li^e tiiat, 

In^the notes I gave you after I read th^jlr first brief I noted some false 8 tatoia.,nta 
iii it. They, clearly# arc not bfisf’d on the record, so you might move tiiat tiieir orief 
be expongod, with some sarcasm, 

fut I t^iiiilc the basic approach Is that because Oi the seriouenessa of tho corruption 
of t!i 6 processes of the courts any effort to protect the offenses by claims tiiat wrong- 
doing is proteotou by tlw rules becomes a now offense, 

might not be inappropriate to use the inscription over the AG*s offieg^doon 

**The United States wins its point wD^never justice is dono its citlztoa the courts.** 
adding the word **only,** 

One and a response 1 recoiTiiiand is seaking to give the appeals court an even heavier 
doss of the withheld tz*uthf the need for further discovery, from what you have seen in 
the Kpstein ^ew York interview texts and from the "‘eaders i^igest first piece, jUich 4 hope 
to get to reedin(^ today, * 

The olfense with regard to ^‘osenko and FOLa is perhaps the; greatest in any case 
yet, given especially the ochaitman-iwhatevorhernaine is) reproeeutatiouij to this court 
that wo could, in effect, get Nosenko killed. If you do seek to do this, and it will 
at least ij^form a clerk in tlie effort, I*d provide a marked copy of each publication. 

This reminds me, I forgok to aak if the notes I sent down on tho first York 
piece have been transcribed, I sent a marked copy with Jet the tape, 

I beliovs we diacusBOd givin^^ the court copies of the news accounts of Ford as 
hoover * 3 fink, I have not changed my mind on this. But what I do now believe, a belief 
fortilisd by the two bnc£s I r.od yesterday, is that tho Nosenko offenses are even 
greater and the niare presentations by the 1X7 lawyers much more serious when considered 
against the giving of all that Epstein got whilo all t}isce denials were being luuae and 
the cose was being toyed with and delayo^i in court. 

If we had asked Epstein to eay what we need in this case or hod aakei tho CIA to 
do what we need for making a hard cose against it neither could have been moro helpful. 

You nay not find rules of procedure that are your way. So try on the fact, repeat 
what Justice la challenging, let those lawyers see what tliey have done to th usolvus, 

and if we lose in this effort to get the new material in the record we will have unde 

significant advances in other aspects and areas. 

They are going to wind up giving ua tho transcripts, i/anna make a bet? 

X also beliuve that maybe more than the clerks will find an added addendum interesting 

reading comapred to their normal indigestible mass. 


Hastily, 




